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NATO MEETING CONCLUDES, COMMUNIQUF ISSUED 





AUO51552 Rome ANSA in English 1545 GMT 5 May 81 


{Text] Rome, 5 May (ANSA)--The spring session of the NATO Council attended by fifteen 
Western diplomatic chiefs wound up here today with full agreement on the resumption of 
talks with the Soviet Union over the stationing of a new generation of tactical nuclear- 
tipped missiles in the European theater. 


The joint communique on the two days of talks confirmed that Secretary of State Alexander 
Haig will discuss a timetable and procedures for the talks when he meets with Soviet Foreign 
Minister Andrei Cromyko at the U.N. this fall. The nub of the communique was NATO's 
reiteration of its decisions in December 1979 on the modernization, control, and limitation 
of nuclear missiles. As part of this package, the Atlantic alliance decided to install 572 
Euromissiles to offset the SS-20 missiles installed by the Soviet Union, and offered to 
negotiate on the reduction of medium-range nuclear missiles. 


Summing up the meeting, Haig said its success had been “out of the ordinary”, while NATO 
Secretary-General Joseph Lunms said [it] had been more successful than the most optimistic 
expectations. Haig also told reporters that the proposals NATO will make to the Soviet 
Union still have to be worked out, but he said the talks will be resumed before the year is 
out. 


Haig also condemed what he described as the Soviet Union's “impudent interventionism”, 
citing Angola, Ethiopia, Afghanistan, and the two Yemens. According to Haig, the West is 
deeply concerned over Soviet moves in these countries, as well as “Soviet interventions 
through intermediaries” in Central America. Describing Soviet stances as “often intolerable”, 
Haig reported that the fifteen NATO ministers had come out “with decision” in favor of the 
alliance’s “unity and solidity”. 


Haig and Luns cited the decision to pursue nuclear modernization and simultaneously negotiate 
with the Soviet Union as the most important and positive event for East-West relations in 
the coming months. In this context, they warned Moscow against intervening in Poland since 
this would create a “grave” obstacle to the planned negotiations. 


In other comments, Italian Foreign Minister Emilio Colombo underscored the final communique's 
commitment to close consultations among the NATO allies on all problems regarding security 
and East-West relations. He also admitted that the major conundrum facing the meeting was 
how to proje-t an external image of firmness coupled with readiness for dialogue. 


West German Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher said he was “very satisfied" and pointed 
to both the meeting's confirmation of continuity in Western policy and the importance which 
Washington attributes to negotiations with Moscow. Genscher also announced that Chancellor 
Helmut Schmidt will meet with Soviet leader Leonid Brezhnev in Bonn at the end of June, 

just a week after the Ottawa summit of the West's seven most industrialized countries. 


TURKISH MINISTER HAS SECOND MEETING WITH HAIC 





TAO41506 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 4 May 81 


[Ali Kirca from the Turkish Radio and Televison news center reports on meeting between 
Turkish Foreign Minister [lter Turkmen and U.S. Secretary of State Haig--reccrded] 


[Excerpt] Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen, who is in Rome to attend the NATO ministerial 
council meetings, held his second bilateral talk with U.S. Secretary of State Alexander Haig 
over breakfast this morning. The meeting, held at the U.S. Embassy in Rome, was closed to 
the press. According to information we have received, the two ministers, while discussing 
bilateral relations, especially dwelt on military and economic cooperation. Turkmen and 
Haig also reviewed the international sitution. 
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KREISKY GRANTS INTERVIEW TO SAUDI JOURNALISTS 





AUO051320 Vienna ARBEITER-ZEITUNG in German 5 May 81 p 4 


["“Excerpts” from interview granted by Chancellor Gruno Kreisky to journalists of the 
Saudi Arabian dailies AR-RIYAD, AL-JAZIRAH and "UKAZ, and the weekly YAMAMA shortly 
before his 5 May departure for Saudi Arabia] 


[Text] Question: You are now going to visit Saudi Arabia and you also plan to visit 
other Arab countries. Are these trips connected with a new peace initiative on your 
part? 


Kreisky: First of all, I would like to say that I am making these trips in my capacity 
as chancellor, and that they therefore primarily serve the purpose of further 
intensifying Austria's relations with Saudi Arabia. Naturally, I continue to be 
interested in the Middle East problem, and thus will also inform myself about it and 
exchange opinions about it. But, actually, I have already finished my task; for I 

made it my objective to ensure that the Middle East problem be better judged in Europe. 
I feel that the European governments now better comprehend that problem, that they have 
recognized its importance. They no longer need me for that. They all know today what 
is the crux of the matter. 


Question: We have heard that some states are now seeking to transfer the United 
Nations, the main seat of the United Nations, from New York to Vienna. What is your 
opinion about this? 


Kreisky: I personally am inclined to believe that the United Nations should stay where 
it is because, if it were to move away from there, the United States would withdraw very 
far. That would merely strengthen isolationist trends in the United States. 


Question: We hear of possible arms sales by Austria to Saudi Arabia. What is your 
position on that? 


Kreisky: We have set ourselves the rule not to sell arms to regions where there is a 
war. Since there is no war in Saudi Arabia we are unimpeded and will not have any 
difficulties. Negotiations about such questions, about the delivery of arms, are not 
conducted by me but by the representatives of the firms concerned. However, the 
government does not see any obstacle to selling Saudi Arabia the equipment requested. 


Question: What opportunities do you see for cooperation between a small country such as 
Austria and the Persian Gulf countries? 


Kreisky: Austria certainly is a small country as far as its territory and its popula- 
tion are concerned, but Austria is a highly developed industrialized state with great 
delivery capacities. In the past few years we have already quadrupled the volume of 

our economic exchange with the Arab countries, and we could well imagine an even greater 
increase. We are building large industrial plants in the Arab countries, as we are 
doing all over the world, including the Soviet Union. Thus I could conceive of much 
stronger cooperation between Austria and the Arab countries. For example, we could 

also cooperate with the firms of these countries in order to implement projects in Third 
countries, outside the Arab region. I could also conceive, for example, of establishing 
trading houses jointly by your countries and Austria to promote the sale of goods, say, 
in Japan. There are many Austrian firms which employ 200-300 people who cannot afford 

a big export organization in the world. However, together with businessmen, say from 
Saudi Arabia, one could well conceive of such trading houses operating in Japan or in 
other Arab countries. The big countries have their big firms, they do not need that. 


I am in the habit of citing one example in this context: Today fewer and fewer hats are 
worn in the world. We have a long-established hat industry, but each individual firm is 
too small to compete in the world market. 
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And there are thousands of such articles produced in Austria, because Austria is a crafts 
and small business country of long standing, in all kinds of fields: furniture, textiles, 
shoes, technical articles--many commodities which big industries do not even want to 
produce because it is not worthwhile for then. 


And the future lies in Japan. We cannot keep buying more and more from Japan without at 
the same time selling more there. What we need here is primarily commodities that are 
not produced by the Japanese. What we want is generous industrial planning. Here a great 
deal can be achieved with imagination, and that also holds true for other Arab countries. 


Question: Mr Chancellor, Mrs Thatcher declared that the likeliness of the European 
Community [EC] countries’ recognizing the PLO would increase if British Foreign Secretary 
Lord Carrington were to become the next president of the European Parliament. 


Kreisxy: I have told my colleagues in the EC, including Lord Carrington, over and over 
again that we were the first country in democratic Europe to recoerize the PLO beccuse, 

to us, the PLO represents the Palestinian people. Our reasons: Firs:, the United Nations 
has recognized the PLO; Second, the Arab countries have recognized the PLO. And that 

is enough for us. That is why we, too, recognize it. I am of the opinion that the other 
European democratic states should do the same. That will markedly improve the situation. 
At first Israel will very strongly protest, and eventually they will increasingly realize 
in Israel, too, that Israel cannot pick and choose those who represent the Palestinian 


people. 


Question: Do you believe that the Soviet Union will carry on its policy, proceeding from 
Afghanistan toward the oil region in the Gulf, and what could the Gulf states do about it? 


Kreisky: One must not indulge in any illusions along the lines that the Soviet Union 
already possesses much oil and therefore is not interested in the Gulf. The Russians 
always say: We have enough oil ourselves, in Siberia, in the Ural region, we do not need 
any oil from outside our country. But that is not correct, because the oil the Soviet 
Union possesses is becoming more and more expensive. Oil and gas from the remote regions 
of the USSR will cost an enormous amount of money. Hence, the Russians may say what they 
want--Middle Eas: oil is of vital interest also for the Soviet Union. ! do not want to be 
a prophet, becavse prophets became extinct long ago, but in Europe the superpowers have 
solved all problems by division. Europe is divided, Germany is divided. The Soviet 

Union wants to preserve this state of affairs in Europe. And the big powers are seeking 
also to achieve such a state of affairs, according to the same recipe, in other regions. 
Rather than aucihilating one another, they again seek to divide everything between then. 

I fear that this region of the world is divided into two spheres of influence: an American 
and Soviet one. That is dangerous for our industrial basis, our energy basis, for our 
modern industrial society. That is why we need cooperation between Europe and the 

Middle East. And he who, like myself, has experienced two world wards does not want to 
have a third. That is why I have the vision of an economic, cultural and political 
cooperation between democratic Europe and the Arab countries. 


Question: Is your visit to Saudi Arabia connected with the great possibilities of direct 
deliveries of Saudi oil to Austria? 


Kreisky: Everything is all right. I am not coming to get anything. I have no real wishes 
except that our relations further improve, Austria is a prospering state. I do not come as 
a beggar. If we can sell, we will sell. If we can buy, we wil. buy. But we are not in 
any plight. What we want is to cooeprate, as a sovereign country, with a sovereign Saudi 
Arabia in international politics. 
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EMBASSY ASKS AUSTRIANS IN LEBANON TO LEAVE 





4£U041200 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNGC in German 1 May 81 p 3 


[Text] As has been learned from Beirut diplomatic sources, on Thursday the Austrians living 
in Lebanon were asked by the Austrian Embassy to leave the country unless they had cogent 
reasons t: stay. This report has been confirmed by the Vienna Foreign Ministry, which added 
that a convoy to Syria is currently being organized. From Syria, the Austrians are to return 
to Austria by air. 


IRANIAN STUDENTS HOLD SITDOWN STRIKE AT EMBASSY 





AU041123 Vienna Domestic Service in German 1008 GMT 4 May 81 


[Text] A group of Iranian students is currently holding a sitdown strike in the Iranian Embassy 
in Vienna. The students are primarily protesting the fact that the Tehran government has 
blocked the money sent by their families to Vienna. They point out that their residence 
permits are tied to their receiving such maintenance payments since it is virtually impossible 
for them to get jobs. The resolution of the so-called Coordination Council of Iranian Students 
in Austria also refers to other repressions of the Tehran government, such as, for example, 

the closing of universities, restriction of the freedom of opinion in the press and restriction 
of democratic rights in Iran. 


POLICE MAKE LITTLE PROGRESS IN COUNCILMAN MURDER 





AU041010 [Editorial Report] All Vienna papers on 2 and 3 May give prominence to reports on 

the murder in Vienna on 1 May of City Councilman Heinz Nittel and related developments. 
According to Vienna DIE PRESSE in German on 2-3 May, Nittel--who headed the Vienna City 
Transportation Department--was shot and instantly killed at 0711 on 1 May after he had entered 
his car. The unknown assassin, described as a 20-25-year-old man wearing a “NATO jacket,” 
fired three shots through the closed car window. Nittel's driver was not hurt, the assassin 
ran away and escaped. The Austrian Socialist Party [SPOE] called off its May Day parade and 
instead held a mourning rally at the city hall square. Vienna Mayor Gratz declared at this 
rally that this incomprehensible assassination was an admonition to all those “who seek an 
extreme personification and produce not only political opposition but also political hatred.” 


The paper notes that Chancellor Kreisky referred to the attempt as the "first deliberate 
political murder in the Second Republic,” and expressed the hope that it would also be the 
last one and that political peace could be preserved in the country. Interior Minister Lanc 
declared that although the investigation had not produced any indications regarding the assassir; 
or his motives, he was convinced that a political motive was behind it. "It cannot be an 
accident when, in the current political climate, a prominent political figure is murdered on 
the morning of Austria's most important holiday,” he said, according to DIE PRESSE. 


Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German on 3 May reports that police succeeded in identifying the 
murder weapon as a 9-mm Soviet-made "Makarov" pistol which is not sold in Austria a 1 
regarded internationally as a terrorist’s weapon.” According to the paper, police have made 
little progress in their search for the murderer, «»d are hoping to make some headway as a 
result of the 100,000-schilling reward offered fo: information leading to the identification 
of the culprit. This revard was put up by the “Arssciation of Socialist Municipal Council 
Members and District Chairmen.” According to a front page DIE PRESSE article on 4 May, the 
reward was raised to 150,000 schillings on 3 May by the Union of Austrian Hobby Fishing 
Associations, of which Nittel was chairman. 


Vienna ARBEITER-ZEITUNG in German on 2 May, rejects as highly unlikely rumors that the 
murder might be connected with Nittel’'s function as chairman of the Austrian-Israeli Society, 
and might have been committed by “foreigners, for example, Syrians.” 
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SCHMIDT DISCUSSES BEGIN ATTACK, SAUDI TRIP 





LDO51650 Hamburg DPA in German 13504 GMT 5 May 6&1 


[Text] Bonn, 5 May (DPA)-—-Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt today affirmed the strong 
rejection in Bonn of the attacks leveled at him by Israeli Prime Minister Menachem 
Begin. At the same time, be intimated his desire not to aggravate tensions with 
Israel. In a report on his Middle East trip, which the chancellor gave to the SPD 
today, Schmidt said that Begin evidently had not been informed in detail of the state- 
ment on the Palestinian problem which the chancellor made last Thursday. People 
should read the transcript of these remarks. 


According to Knut Terjung, spokesman of the SPD group, Schmidt referred to the statement 
made by the government spokesman yesterday. This statement described Begin'’s criticism 
of the chancellor as a lapse, an aberrationand an insult. The government spokesman 
explained what was necessary and fitting, Schmidt said. 


Begin attacked the chancellor for his stand on the right of Palestinians to organize 
a state of their own. 


The chancellor today reaffirmed his view that ore cannot insist on self-determination in 
Germany while excluding this right for the Palestinians. His remarks on the subject 

in a television broadcast last Thursday, he said, were in line with the view expressed 
by the European Council of the EEC heads of state and sovernment last June. Schmidt 
added that the right to self-determination should be exercised within the framework of 
a comprehensive peace settlement for the Middle East. 


Schmidt said that when he was in Saudi Arabia, he called for the recognition by the PLO 
of Israel's right to exist. The Palestinians and Israel could make acknowledgement of 
their right to exist conditional on reciprocity. The Federal Government's attitude to 
the PLO depended on the PLO stand on secure boundaries for Israel. The chancellor said 
that he put forward the European position that the PLO gust participate in the peace 
process and stressed Bonn's good relations with Israel and Egypt. 


Schmidt today also addressed the FDP Parliamentary Grow on his Middle East trip. He 
stressed Saudi Arabia's desire for defense aid from the Federal Republic. The 
chancellor said it is important to extend the Western and German contributions to the 
security of the Arab Gulf region. This region doesn’t want foreign military bases nor 
does it wish to depend on one side. But Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates 
realized that they don't constitute a sufficient counterpose to the Soviet Union. After 
the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the Gulf region feels that it is facing an external 
threat. 


Schmidt said that both countries have continuing interest in comprehensive cooperation 
with the Western states in the economic and political fields and, as far as possible, 
in security policy. Regarding the delivery of German armored fighting vehicles to 
Saudi Arabia, which Schmidt described as not possible for the time being, the 
chancellor said that in Riyadh he pointed owt the need for a broad parliamentary 
majority on the issue of arme exports and referred to the current review of the 
principles governing German aras deiiveries. The chancellor reiterated that it could 
take years for Bonn to decide on such deliveries. 


Schmidt said that the Persian Gulf governments have not linked their io... .© security 
with Israel. Their security concept is geared to what they regard as a Soviet threat. 
The Saudi Government regards Israel as a normal part of the region and favors a 
comprehensive peace settlement with the state of Israel within the 1967 Israeli borders. 
Summing up his Middle East visit, Schmidt said that the partnership with the states he 
visited has entered a new phase. The Federal Republic, like Saudi Arabia, has come to 
shoulder an added measure of global responsibility. 
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BEGIN CRITICISM OF SCHMIDT REMARKS ATTACKED 





LDOS1800 Hamburg DPA in German 1618 GIT 5 May 81 


[Text] Bonn, 5 May (DPA)--The PARLIAMENTARISCH-POLITISCHER PRESSEDIENST [PPP], which is 
close to the SPD, launched an unusually sharp attack on Israeli Prime Minister Menaches 
Begin for his criticism of Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt. PPP said today that Begin'’s 
outburst against Schmidt and the German people shows he is incapable of making peace. fhat 
a politician who launches such “litanies of uate” holds the Nobel Peace Prize is as 
regrettable as the fact that he heads the government of a democratic country. 


PP? described Begin as a politician with a record as a “planter of bambs,” who “readily 
supplied arms to the criminal Somoza.” To dismiss Begin’s remarks as mere electionewring 
twaddle would be to play them dam in om unacceptable manner. His remarks “articulated 
personified blirdness coward reality.” 


Begin’'s “rhetorical running amok,” causes one to show more understanding for the Palestin- 
ians who believe it is pointless to negotiate with such a politician. Fortunately, 
relations between the Federal Republic and Israel are sc broadly based they cannot be 
destroyed even by a head of government. “But it is sad that an Israeli prime sinister of 
all people goes in for such stupid talk from which antisemitiem in the Federal Republic 
can profir.” 


GENSCHER COMMENTS ON BREZHNEV VISIT, NATO MEETING 





Visit After July 
LDO51708 Hamburg DPA in German 1649 GMT 5 May 81 


[Text] Rome, Bonn, 5 May (DPA)--Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher said in 
Rome, where he was attending the 2-day meeting of the NATO foreign ministers, that in 
planning the date for Soviet state and party leader Leonid Brezhnev's visit to the Federal 
Republic, importarce was attached to arranging the visit for “some date after the end of 
July.” The Bonn Foreign Office says this is in response to reports that Brezhnev's visit 
would not take place before June. 


Signal for Dialogue 
LDO52056 Hamburg DPA in German 1616 GMT 5 May 81 


[Text] Bonn, 5 May (DPA)--Hans-Dietrich Genscher, chairman of the FDP and foreign minister, 
today described the spring meeting in Rome of NATO foreign ministers, which ended today, as 
a sign of unity, determination and steadfastness. He told the FDP Parliamentary Croup that 
the express confirmation of the firmly established policy of the Western alliance by all the 
allies emphasizes the predictability and clarity of Western policy. This also applies to 
Western security policy of which arms control, disarmament, deterrence and defrnse are 
integral parts. 


Genscher described the avowed U.S. intention to enter into negotiations this year with tir 
Soviet Union on medium-range weapons within the SALT context as the “signal of Rome.” 
Beyond the sphere of medium-range weapons, the West emphasizes by the signa! its desire to 
continue the dialogue with the Soviet Union and to work together for genuine detente and 
the development of East-West relations whenever Soviet behavior makes that possible. 


The “need for moderation worldwide” is a major condition for stability, Genscher «id. 

That is why Soviet intervention in Afghanistan is unacceptable to world opinion. That is 
why it is necessary for all states to heed without qualification the principle of noninter- 
ference in their relations with Poland. 
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COU/CSU OFFICIAL WEICHS ROME MEETING RESULTS 





LD052120 Hemburg DPA in Cerman 1545 CMT 5 May 81 


[Text] Sonn, 5 May (DPA)--According to Manfred Woerner, deputy chairman of the COU/CSU 
Parliamentary Group, the Rome results can only partially and with reservations be 

judged a success. Woerner said today that the affirmation to counter orm, the rejection 
of the Soviet moratorium and the simultaneous indication of willingness *o negotiate 
were satisfying. On the other hand, many questions remin. 


The differences of opinion between the Americans and some European governments, the 
Federal Republic amore thes, about the policy toward the Soviet Union have not been 
cleared up. An overall political strategy for NATO is not in sight. In the Federal 
Republic, the ground on which the government stands is becoming increasingly unsteady 

On the question of counterarming, Chancellor Helmut Schmidt is losing control of the party 
rank and file. The chance‘lor is required finally to show who is in control in the SPD, 
if he doesn’t want to completely lose his leadership capability. 


REPORTAGE ON BANGLADESH PRESIDENT’S STATE YISIT 





Aid Discussion 
LDO51740 Hamburg DPA in German 1425 GMT 5 May 81 


[Excerpts] Bonn, 5 May (DPA)--FRC will increase its development aid to Bangladesh this 
year by DM18 million as compared with 1950. Thus, it will offer Bangladesh approximately 
DM170 million in financial and technical aid. Federal Economic Cooperation Minister Rainer 
Offergeld informed Bangladesh President Zicur Rahman of this during 4 l-houwr talk today. 


According to the Federal Economic Cvoperation Ministry, Offergeld said at the meeting that 
cooperation with Bangladesh, formerly East Pakistan, is an example of relations between 
nonaligned countries and Western industrialized states. Rahman expressed thanks for the 
generous aid and stressed that he particularly values cooperationwith the Federal Republic 
because it is based on the key aspects of his country’s policy. 


The Economic Cooperation Ministry also disclosed that the FRC wiil finance family planning 
measures in Bangladesh at a cost of DM50 million. In addition, the ministry has contributed 
almost DM100 million for oil and natural gas exploration and has provided 0M50 aillion 

for livestock breeding, seed production and irrigation projects. Offergeld accepted an 
invitation from Rahman to visit Bangladesh. 


Schmidt-Rahman Talks 
LDO52136 Hamburg DPA in German 1531 GMT 5 May 81 


[Text] Bonn, 5 May (DPA)--At the approximately l-hour-long talk between Bangladesh 
President Rahman and Chancellor Schmidt, one of the main points was the global problems 
concerning developing countries, especially the situation of the poorest among them, as 
well as the worrying population expansion in the Third World. According to 4 government 
spokesman, 4 common assessment was reached in their exchange of views on international 
crisis areas. 


"With the vast majority of states,” Schmidt and Rahman condemned the continuing armed 
intervention of the Soviet Union in Afghanistan and demanded the withdrawal of the foreign 
troops. Both reaffirmed the necessity of respecting and strengthening the independence 

and nonaligned nature of the Third World countries, which today is a decisive factor in 
maintaining world peace. Schmidt and Rahman described relations between the Federal 
Republic and Bangladesh as without problems and friendly. The state visit further strength- 
ened the relations. 
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Session With Genscher 
LDO6) 18 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 0654 GMT 6 May 61 


[Excerpt] Sonn, 6 May (DPA)--The president of the People’s Republic c«‘ Bangladesh, Ziaur 
Ratan, met with Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher on Wednesday at the 
Federal Government's Schloss Gymnich guesthouse near Bonn. The meeting was attended by 
Bangladesh Foreign Minister Mohammad Shamsul Hac. 


DER SPIECEL OIL TES 
DWO41335 Hamburg DER SPIECEL in Cerman 4 May 81 p 135 


'Text] The rowveau riche from the Middle East are buying stock in German fires quite 
heavily. They secretly buy packages of shares in the best German industrial fires through 
banks ic London, Luxembourg and Zurich. Shares in che Daimler-Benz firm in Stuttgart are 
in parti:uior demand. Money doesn’t matter. The shaykhs told their dealers. For example, 
“20 pay vp to 130 more than the stock exchange price” in order to obtain at least 10 
,oreent of the Datmler shares. With the 15 percent package in possession of the Kuwaitis, 
the Arabe can have < say through the blocking minority with regard to decisions of the 
Untertwerkheis combine. To complete their portfolic, the ofl shayks gave orders to buy 
shares of the Wiesbaden iattallation firm Linde and the Frankfurt raw material combine 
Metailgeselischaft. While Dresdner Cank and Commerzbank serve the buyers from the Middle 
East, Dewteche Bank follows a defensive strategy. Deutsche Bank managers recently pre- 
vented Kuwait from increasing its Metaligeselischaft shares to more than 25 percent. 





LD042022 Hawburg DPA in German 1744 OMT 4 May 61 


{Text} Serlin, 4 May (DPA)--FPederal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt (SPD) expects that a COU 
victory in the elections on 10 May in Berlin would lead to “new confrontations with East 
Berlin.” At an SPD election meeting in front of the Tiergarten town hall today, Schmidt 
eaid that the Federal Government is interested in Berlin supporting its readiness for 
negotiations with the East bloc states. He said that governing Mayor Hans-Jochen \ogel 
(SPD) will be relied upon for this. But there are justifiable dowbts about how it might 
be with the COU candidate, Richard von Weizsaecker. 


Schmidt pointed owt that in the Bundestag, Weizsaecher had voted against the basic treaty 
with the GDR and had abstained in the vote on the ratification of the treaties with the 
Soviet Union and Poland. In practical politics, Weizeaecker, with all respect for his 
theoretical knowledge, is “neither fish nor fowl and of no use to Berlin,” the chancellor 
said. 


Schmidt stressed the Federal Government's efforts, on the basis of a treaty-sanctioned 
policy of getting along with one another, to ease the lot of people in both parts of 
Germany. Despite difficulties and setbacks, one must speak with the Eastern states on 
the basis of equality. 
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CISCARD, MITTERRAND DEBATE ELECTION ISSUES 





LDO52256 Paris Domestic Service in French 1820 GMT 5 May 81 


[Presidential election debate with French President Valery Giscard d’Estaing and PS party 
leader *rancois Mitterrand; questions by journalists Michele Cotta and Jean Boissonnat-- 
live) 


[Excerpts| [Boissonnat] Good evenim. We are gathered here for this debate betwrer the 
two participants in the second round of the presidential election, Mr Valery Ciscard 
é*Estaing and Mr Francois Mitterand. This debate tas bren organized by the Election 
Control Commission with the agreement of the representarives of the two candidates. It 
will be led by two journalists chosen by gutwal agreement--Micwele Cotta, a journalist 
with RTL, and syself Jean Boissonnat, a journalist with EXPANSION and coluemist with 
Europe 1. We must keep a watch on the organization, animation and developsent of this 
debate. Each candidate will have at his disposal 50 minutes in which to reply to 
questions which we will ask and which they will ask one another. Then, each will 

loft with 5 minutes in which to sum up. We have ctrouped the questions which say be ask«d 
under three mijor themes: the first on problems of domestic policy, the second on 
questions relating to the everyday life of the Freach pe. ple and economic life and the 
third on problems of foreign policy. Each of these themes will b developed for 30 
minutes, then for a period of 10 minutes we shall ask questions of 4 more genet«l nature 
prior to each candidate giving a 5-minute summing up. The Contrri Commission has asked 
people present in this room not to show their feelings during the progress of the debate. 
Aiso, we thark them in advance for being so good as to keep silent both in their enthusiasn 
or their disapproval during the duration of the discussion. Let us begin thus with 
copestic policy. 


[Giscard) I will ask a question of Francois Mitterand: If you are elected presiden: of 
the republic, you have said you would form 4 government. Will this governmeit present 
itself for approval to the National Assembly’ 


[Boissonat] I would like to ask a question, Mr Francois Mitterrand, on Mr Giscard ¢*Estaing’s 
question, as Mr Francois Mitterrand already has said he would not be the only one to be 
forced to dissolve the assembly if you were elected. [as heard!) I am interested to know, 

in your precence, what the argument is on this point. 


[Mitterrand] I will form a government, as is my duty, after my election, when the time 
comes to assume my responsibilities. This government will be composed of persons, 

women and men, whom I will have chosen, whose appointment | will discuss with my premier. 
These persons will have approved sy options during the presidential campaign. i am not 

in the position to debate of discuss this now for the reason that the presidential ceepaign 
is in full sewing, that it holds all my attention. This is what I mat fully devote ayself 
to, it is of a particular nature, it is not a party matter. And I whall form this govern- 
ment after the appointment of the premier in such a manner that those who have approved sy 
a.titeude as Socislist candidate can find their place there. I thus will be assured of th- 
coherence of this government. 


You know that other political formations, many of them, have joined me for the second 

round of voting. And of course, the question I am asked is: Will you call on the repre- 
sentatives of these parties and, in particular, tse Communist Party to join this eovernment. 
Im this context, I would recall that if the wnion of the left broke wp in 1977, it was 
precisely in connection with the discussion of 4 government program. I therefore can not 
consider that this question has sow been settled. This is 4 seriows question, the mst 
serious of all. I therefore intend to form a government which will be constituted from 
those who have given me their approval and it will be only after the presidential election 
and in view of the legislative elections. We shall, | imagine, talk about this here soon-- 
that the responsible political organizations will examine (7’on their part) if they wish, 

if they are capable of signing atong themselves a government contract and thus face the 

the legislative elections that will follow an agreement. 
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As to the government I shall fore, which will be quite simply the g.vermment of the republic, 
it will dewote itself to the following problem: will the dissolution of the Mationsal Ascenbly 
be decided by the president of the republic iameciately--aend in this case, it will sot have to 
present itself before the Bational Assemdly--or will it go before the National Assenbly 
awaiting the decision of this assembly, provided thrre is a decision. This means that I 

don"t intend to cubmit the policy of this government to the approval of the National Asseubly 
elected in 1976. Should I change sy wind, namely, if I had the feeling that this asseubly 
would be in the position to vote for example a reform of the zethod of voting a: elections, 
this would be very interesting for France. 


[Boissonnat] Are you in favor of this? 
[Mitterrand] I am in favor of it. 
[Boissonnat) Of what kind? 

[Mitterrand] I want proportional elections. 
{[Boissonnat) Immediately? 

[Mitterrand) The sooner the letter. 


[Giscard) Another questic: to Mr Mitterrand, there will be elections. If, a8 you sav, 

you dissolve tie National Assembly, this is because you want to have another majority, 

and we can see very well of whom this other majority will be formed. It will be formed 
from the 26 percent of electors you had, including 4 few Communist elements. Then you cust 
find 24 and 25 percent more, therefore, you must have the whole of the Communit vote. 

As we have a constituency poll with two ballots, and you said just now that you should dissolve 
the assembly immediately so there will be on change in the electoral law, you will need an 
electoral agreement. You aren't going to make it with those people you got rid of. You 
will therefore have to make it with those you want to bring rownd, that means with the 
Communist Party. What are the conditions the Communist Party will ask of you to establish 
such an electorel agreement? And secondly, when you have appointed your premier after this 
and he says to you: Mr President of the Republic, here is the list of ministers. I propose 
Communist ministers. What will your reply be? 


[Mitterrand] I have already replied to the first part of the question, not part ‘cularly 
asked by you but by public opinion, I have often heard it asked throughout this camsatz.. 

I have, moreover, been able to reply to it during the many debates I have had on television 
and radio. And I repeat what I have said. As I have already brought up this subject, that 
the first government I shail ferm will be composed of women and sen who heave undertaken 

to support the options of the Socialists’ candidate, which I still am. Of course, as soon 
as parliamentary elections need to be prepared, it will be fo~ the political organizations 
concerned, as well as the poltiical parties which exist, have rights, are recognized vy 

the fourth article of the constitution, and even the president ot the republic [words 
indistinct] and these political organizations will meet and discuss. And will the leftwing 
parties, particularly the Socialists and Communi<ts, be able to agree’ That is to say, to 
sign an agreement for government, to agree for what follows? I will know at that time. 

Will they be able to overcome the obstacles which Sung over them in 19777 It is ‘his 
sertous discussion which must take place, and which I have always wanted as leader of the 
Socialist Party in the past. Se this discussion will take place. The politica! organizations 
will decide for themselves, in a sovereign way, on what they must do, that ic to say, they 
will decide on their agreement or their disagreement. And if they agree, it will be for 
the French people to choose, that is to say, the French people will have the last word 

as they will vote for the election of deputies. I will then be able to give you the reply. 
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But I should like to say--unless you already have any comments to make to me on this 
subject--thst this question is asked all the time. One can see very well why it is, as 

I find it very interesting. I intend to spesk very clearly. For a long time, I have 
fought in this country, trying to achieve a union of the left. And I have never denied 

my action. I have simply found myself ina situation which made it impossible. I have had 
to take note of this. But the Socialists, whose leader I no longer am, whose leader I 
shall not be, nor shall I bea member of them--although close to them--once I am elected 
president of the republic, this Socialist Perty will remain the master of this decision. 
And, of course, it also will remain faithful tothe orientation of its policy which is toward 


a popular rally around its aims. This is what I think. As forthe rest... [Cotta interrupts] 


[Cotta] But, Mr Mitterrand, aren't you basically taking one step back in order to get 
in front? Isn't this an agreement with the Communists, which you are not seeking between 


the first and second ballots of the presidential election? Aren't you going to seek it as 
soon as the presidential election is over? 


(Mitterrand) But Mrs Cotta, this is none of my business as a candidate in the presidential 
election. You areinthe wrong election. The question istoelect a president of the 
republic. ‘or the moment, it isn't a matter of formiag a government on the basis of anew 
majority. (le first of all will elect a president of the republic. Then this president of 
the republic will say when the parliamentary elections should take place. And those who 
want to form a majority, in both camps, will meet todiscuss this. And, of course, then 
I will take into account what is decided. And Iwill see which majority will have been 
adopted by the French people, because the people will decide. 


[Cotta] Both of you were broadly in favor of the election of the European Assembly by 
universal suffrage. Today, the results have no doubt not come up to both your hopes. Are 
both of you in favor of the entry of Portugal and Spain into the Common Market? Are both 
of you in favor of Britain remaining in the Common Market? Mr Giscard d'Estaing: 


[Giscard] Very simply, © am in favor of Britain remaining in the Common Market within the 
«sisting arrangements of the Treaty of Rome. I have fought for a year against any modifi- 
cation to those arrangements as far as fisheries are concerned or as far as agriculture 
is concerned. I would not agree to modifications to these arrangements if they were a 
condition of Britain remaining in the Common Market. As far as Spain and Portugal are 
concerned, I heve indicated that very careful negotiations are necessary since their 
economic sicuation, the situation of certain areas of their production, is very different 
from our own, particularly Mediterranean agricultural production. Thus, negotiations are 
underway and these negotiations should be conducted with all the meticulousness which is 
desirable. In particular, they should involve a long period of transition. At present 
the Spaniards themselves seem to be asking for a transition period of 10 years and at the 
same time for guarantees concerning the organization of markets for the Mediterranean 
produce. 


[Cotta] [question indi«tinct] 


{[Giscard] Not at all. I have always made a distinction between two things: (?one) is 
the French political position. I have said that from a political viewpoint, France, 
which is the neighbor and friend of the Latin countries, should not take a negative 
position while all other European countries are taking a positive one. But I have 
indicated from the start--I refer you to a speech I made in Carpentras on this subject-- 
I indicated that very careful negotiations, a long transition period and guarantees from 
Mediterranean produce are necessary. I have not changed my mind. 


{[Boissonnat] Mr Giscard d'Estaing, you say that Britain's remaining in the Common Market 
depends on this or that condition. Do you have the slightest means of making Britain 
quit the Common Market if the British don't want to leave.. 
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[Giscar¢c] Regrettably, on this topic, we should have more time at our disposal. I say 
simply--you have misinterpreted my thought--I have said that I am in favor cf Britain 
remaining in the Common Market wn the condition, of course, that it accepts the rules which 
regulate the Common Market. namely, the rules of the Treaty of Rome. Britain cannot modify 
the rules of the Treaty of Rome. If, however, it decides that these rules do not suit it, 
it would have to draw the proper conclusions from this, rot France. I say simply that ve 
will not modify the rules of the Treaty of Rome to help ur maintain the adherence of this 
or that member country. 


[Boissonnat] Aren't you afraid that the European common agricultural policy--which today 
determines the fate of French farmers--will become blocked by the existing system? 


{[Giscard] Fivrst, we have obtained a decision ca prices as the result of a difficult debate 
to which I personally committed myself. I say that our agriculture, which Mr Mitterrand 
[Boissonnat interrupts! 


[Boissonnat] Maybe it was to please you, Mr Giscard d'Estaing. 


[Giscard] One must consider the importance which we attach to the situation of French 

and European agriculture. To give pleasure is irrelevant. I sSayto French farmers that 

the effort for 1981 must be to reduce production costs; the increase in production costs 
should be lower than the prices that have been decided upon. We have obtained a 12.2 percent 
increase in prices. 


You know that inflation in France has fallen by about 1 percent since the beginniny,; of the 
year. It is still too high at present, about 12.5 percent. If we continue our effort, 

by the end of the vear, we should reach an inflation rate that is lower than that of the 
agricultural price increase. Measures wiil be taken to ensure that increases in agricul- 
tural production costs do not exceed the price increase we obtained in Brussels. 


As for the remainder of your question concerning the discussion on the common agricul- 
tural policy, I repeat that there are rules. It is those who demand modifications to 
these rules who are in a weak position. One is always trying to make the French believe 
that it is those like us--those who simply want to follow the rules--who are in the wrong. 
We will fight to maintain the rules of the common agricultural policy. 


[Cotta] Mr Mitterrand, on Europe: 


{(Mitterrand] I am in favor of retaining the 10 countries which are presently ii the 

Common Market, even if some of these countries don't behave as I would wish. I would simply 
like our policy toward Britain t. be more vigilant. It wasn't so in the mutton affair, 

it wasn't so in the fishermen's affair and it has only been to an insufficient degree on 

the issue of agricultural prices. 


Second, regarding Spain and Portugal, I said before 1979, that is, during the European 
elections, what my thoughts are on this problem. I have put forward several preconditions-- 
economic, agricultural, industrial and of a regional character--on fishing in the Mediterranean, 
particularly regarding Spa.a's entry. At the time, somebody contradicted me with a certain 
vehemence--it was Mr Giscard d'Estaing, who believed that it was absurb to turn one's eyes 
toward the past and to refuse the immediate entry of Spain and Portugal into the Common 

Market. I am happy to see that commonsense has prevailed and that in the end the president 

of the republic, Mr Giscard d‘Estaing [words indistinct] has come to join our view on this 
matter. 


Europe is a matter of will. It is also a matter of interest. One must, of course, have the 
will to make Europe a political, economic, social and cultural force which is capable of 
giving to each of the member countries the rank which France still holds. Europe needs 

sure allies in the face of the superpowers, allies which will represent a common force in 
the world. This is already true in the commercial field and is true in other fields. 
Otherwise, Europe will inevitably fall apart. 
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[Boissonnat] It seems that the EEC budget is reaching the limit of its authorized 
levies that can today be taken from the resources of the Community. Are you in favor 
of an increas: in the Community's resources, that is, do you favor an increase in the 
supplementary tax for the Community? 


[Mitterrand] It is indeed very difficult. If the Community is bad!y run, it has nothing 
to do with me. What is trwe is that the Community must keep within bounds insofar as the 
national parl‘aments are concerned. It must not spill over to the national governments 
or to the countries which comprise the Community. It must not spill over, and ver I 
recognize a great role for the Community, notably, in relations between Europe and the 
Th.cd World. When one thinks that the Community exports 40 percent of its goods to the 
Third World, I think that we are wissing a great opportunity to develop our industries 
and to give fresh impetus to our growth by a daring and intelligent policy, a geverous 
policy toward the Third World. 


[Giscard] You must explain to me why you are reproaching France concerning fisheries 
and you must tell me, Mr Mitterrand, why the Socialist group in the European parliament 
voted for a 7 percent increase in agricultural prices while we secured a 12.2 percent 
increase during the Brussels talks. 


[Mitterrand] You have demonstrated a lack of tenacity and you failed at Maastricht. 

I know that you are depending on some delaying tactics in 1982, that is, you are depending 
on trapping Britain in the terms of the transitional arrangements and I daresay when it 
will want to continue to close some areas of fishing to our fishermen. I think that 

here you have shown a lack of firmness. It happens to you fairly often. 


[Giscard] Mr Mitterrand, I must stop you at once. Explain yourself. You have said that 
I lack firmness; these are discourteous words. You have said that I lacked f‘rmmess in 
the defense of French interests. This is part of the conversation. At Maastricht, it 
was Britain which was making requests, it wasn't us. If there was a failure, then it 
was a British failure. 


France's position with regard to fisheries is perfectly straightforward: We have insisted 
on adherence to the existing agreements, and the country seeking changes to these agree- 
ments is Britain. As long as there is no agreement, then the former position is maintained, 
the position which defends the interests of French fishermen. At present, none of our 
fishing zones is being troubled. So I will not admit that a defeat for Britain regarding 
new demands for fishing rights is a defeat for France. 


[Boissonnat] There was directly or indirectly a big controversy concerning the talks 
which Mr Giscard d'Estaing had in Warsaw with Mr Brezh.cv. It seems to me that the French 
people are asking this question: In the event of another Soviet intervention in a foreign 
country, as was the case in Afghanistan and could possibly be the case in East Europe 

or elsewhere, what are the sanctions which you would hope to see taien :o resist such 
interventions, and do you think it possible [words indistinct] Mr Mitterrand? 


[Mitterrand] I condemned the visit to Warsaw by Mr Giscard d'Estaing under the conditions 
in which it took place. I find it perfectly normal for the president of the republic 

to meet whom he wants if this serves French interests. I think that this visit, which 
was made a short time after the invasion of Afghanistan, was an act of support, an 

act contrary to the rights of the peoples to self-determination, and that every act 

of this sort is naturally harmful to peace. 


Regarding the controversy over this matter, I will give two examples which show that 

Mr Giscard d'Estaing's intentions were somewhat different than what he said. At a press 
conference, he referred to the Afghan people ‘ighting for their freedom as rebels. And 
on 1 May 1980, the French ambassador was the only ‘'cstern ambassador to attend the paride 
at Red Square. I am very much in favor, of course, of agreement with the USSR, but 

1 am also !n favor of firmness and not of a certain form of submission to faits accomplis. 
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[Giscard] I never accepteJ Mr Francois Mitterrand’s unpleasant and sarcastic remarks 
concerning the president of the French republic and the Warsaw meeting, which he made 
on television. I will not even rewind you of the terms yuu employed; you wouldn't want 
me to. When one has fo judge an act, one must know how it developed. 


(71 want first to recall) the statement [words indistinct] of the Socialist Party following 
the Afghan events. On 2 January 1980, after the republic statements of the Western 
countries, the Socialist Party said: Following the invasion of Afghanistan by Soviet 
troops, the executive committee of the Socialist Party declares: The Socialist Party 
condemns this intervention, as it has condemned U.S. interventions in southeast Asia and 
Latin America, or the interventions of the French Government in Africa. That is the 
attitude which was taken on Afghanistan. 


I went to Warsaw in the spring--I didn’t go in the weeks following the entry of Soviet 
troops into Afghanistan. I went to Warsaw because I exchanged several messages in 

the interim period with President Brezhnev and because the content of these messages--which 
I cannot make public, you will know when the time comes if you get into our Archives--made 
it appear that there had been great hesitation, a debate and even doubt in the Soviet 
leadership over the decision to intervene in Afghanistan. I told myself that there are 
elements which should be brought directly to the attention of the highest Soviet 
authorities in case similar situation occur. I went to tell Mr Brezhnev that the 
evaluations of the consequences which had been described to him concerning the entry of 
Soviet forces ix. Afghanistan were inexact. He had probably been told that it was an 
operation which would last a few weeks, that there would be no resistance from the Afghan 
people and, therefore, that there would be no major consequences for international 
relations. I went to tell him that it was the opposite. And I also pointed out to hia, 
as we said in our French-German communique--you may object that this was on the French 
side but Chancellor Schmidt signed the document with me--on 5 February 1950, that every 
new breach of detente will bring the most serious consequences in East-West relations. 
That is my reply to your question. 


I think that when one is « statesman, one should not act only as a prophet who foresees 
events, but as someone who fashicns events. Concerning relations with the Soviet thion, 
we should try to keep them as far as possible on the road of peaceful settlement of 
situation from a position of strength. MrMitterrand was speaking before of veakness, 
and yet he has not voted for one centime of military funding since 1958. When France's 
strength was being made, you were in parliament without a single vote on your fart. 

So we had the responsibility for the power and military strength of France in the interia 
period. 


But I had important things to say to Mr Brezhnev. If there had been a U.S. President 
at the time capable of conducting a high-level dia! ogue, it would have been useful for 
him to have done it from his side. I note that thre was criticism of my neeting in 
Warsaw, but there was no criticism of the visit by Chancellor Schmidt to Moscow in June. 
I would be interested to know why. Nor was there criticism of the visit by Mr Genscher 
to Moscow, which took place just a few weeks ago. 


[Mitterrand] Are you familiar with Mr Chirac's statement of 9 March 1980? He said: 
The invasion of Afghanistan--it is disgraceful to keep silent in thos. circumstances. 
He was speaking about you. So I’m not the only one to have had a certain feeling of 
uneasiness about the timing of your visit to Warsaw. That is all I wunted to say. 
[words indistinct] 


[Giscard] Let us return to defense: The question is that Mr Mitterrand hasn't voted 
a single centime of funding for France's defense. I entrusted him with all the votes. 
[words indistinct } 


[Mitterrand] I um in the opposition and I am hostile to all the budgetary arrangements 
made by the governments against which I am fighting. In this connection, wuuld Mr 
Giscard d'Estaing wish to say that the Socialists are bad [french people, that the 
don't want to defend their country? 
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([Giscard] Not at all. 
(Mitterrand] Since he doesn’t mean that, it was a useless remark. 


[Giscard] "No, it isn't a useless remark at all, Mr Mitterrand. Because you went a lot 
further than that. You did vote for some legislation during that period--I have before 
me a list of the texts of laws for which you voted. So you voted for them when they 
were in accordance with the views of the Socialist Party, notably certain bills which 
were presented during the time of my /-year term. When it was a question of defense, 
you, on the contrary, never voted for any defense funding and you voted against all the 
laws on the program relating to defenscx. [Words indistinct] moreover, you even went 
further because you gave explanations of your voting and these explanations vere 
contrary to our ouclear deterrent effort, particularly on 24 January 1963 in the 
National Assembly when we were beginning this major program. 


[Cotta] I would like to speak about African policy. It is a question which is 
addressed to both of you: Mr Giscard d'Est ing, after 7 years, don't you feel that in 
your African policy you succeeded in Zaire but failed in Chad and Central Africa? Why 
and for what reason? And you, Mr Mitterrand, are you sure that there is any other way 
to negotiate in Africa except with men, some of whom are indeed dictators in our 
opinion? 


[Mitterrand] Are you referring to Kolwezi when you speak of Zaire, to the military 
intervention, to the rescue [word indistinct] of the French people who were in Kolwezi? 
What I think is that the way in which the French Government behaved toward President 
Mobutu--the leader of that country who was faced with a serious crisis of a separatist 
nature, who was faced with a large province with ethnic conditions well known to 
specialists, Shaba--unquestionably provoked very serious difficulties with the affected 
population of Shaba. 


I believe that France acted as an adversary and from then on their anger on the whole 
turned against our compatriots and the government did well from that moment to go and 
rescue them. However, the threats against these people had already been known for a 
very long time. In short, they could have been rescued earlier on if that had been 
thought of. I will speak about Central Africa later on if you like. 


[Boissonnat] I will have to hurry you a little because we are approaching the 50-minute 
mark at which we will have to interrupt you to be able to sum up. 


[Mitterrand] 1 spoke in the National Assembly in 1972 to ack the government--the 
minister of foreign affairs was Mr Maurice Schuma:n--to note the terrible things which 
were happening in that country under the authority of President Bakassa. There were 

all sorts of crimes. During recent years, 14 French MP's from the ,ight and the left 
have intervened ‘\n the same way as I, that is, they have alerted the leaders to the 
(?weight) of pubilc opinion. And I reproach the president of the republic and the 
government mainly with not having taken these warnings into account and of having 
continued to consider the regime as supportable, going beyond what one can admit in 
relations between states, even with dictatorships. I admit that it is a difficult moral 
problem and that there is a limit which unquestionably exists but we went beyond it. 


[Cotta] Mr Giscard d'Estaing? 


[Giscard] Africa isn't Europe, it isn't France. It is a very important continent for 
us. It is a continent with political and social problems which are different from 
ours. So one should not judge collectively situations in the various African states as 
you were. One can say... [passage indistinct] 
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[Giscard] In West Africa, the situation has evolved in a positive way, and we have even 
been able to resume relations with states with which we had broken them. I am thinking of 
Guinea, for example. I am thinking now of Benin, where there was undeniably a development 
in our relations, and a consclidation of political ties with this entire part of Africa. 

In Zaire, which isn't a former French possession, we were faced with a situation of extreme 
urgency. One can imagine what such and such a movement in Zaire would bring about, but 

in fact the authorities themselves did not know, since they did not foresee it; the local 
authorities, which were not French--the enterprises which are there, you know, are Belgian 
mining enterprises and they did not foresee it either--the events started on a Sunday and 
the massacres started on Thursday. The question which I was faced with was to know whether 
I should make arrangements and make the decision to stop this massacre. So, with the 
minister of defense and the army staff headqua:'ers, I decided to dispatch a parachute 
regiment and to have it jump out several thousand kilometers from France on to a terrain 
which we did not know and where we had no means of recovering them if things became 
difficult. Well, now everyone says it was a good thing to do; no one supported me at the 
time. I read the statements made on that Friday when I was at the Elysee. 


As for Central Africa, the Central African regime was much criticized. The events of 

which you are talking were in 1972 when I wan't president of the republic. The question 
being asked was to know whether we wanted to intervene more directly in the affairs of 
Central Africa and of its neighber, Chad--Chad which itself was in a state of great political 
and military crisis, as you know, and which led us to an attitude which one can judge 

could have been different if one risked abandoning Central Africa. Finally, what we were 
able to do was to obtain the departure of the head of state by the Central Africans them- 
selves, and the installation of a regime which has just held elections and which is 

Starting to conduct a democratic life in that country. 


[Boissonnat] Thank you. A question for Mr Mitterrand on military matters... [sentence 
interrupted] 


[Mitterrand] On the same subject, I should like tc point out that in the case of Central 
Africa, the case of Chad, ar to go beyond that our relations with Libya--I though that 
while we were supporting the government or a fraction of Chad, while some of our soldiers 
were exposed to danger, during this period we continued to arm Libya. There is a double 
game there, which I think lost us a lot of prestige. Among all the countries of Africa 
today, after the cases of Central Africa and Libya, plus Chad, the moral and political 
weight of France has diminished. I regret this. 


[Giscard] On this point, you are totally mistaken. The political and moral weight of 
France is, on the contrary, very high in Africa. I recently received evidence of this 
from almost all African heads of state. I simply didn't want to bring it into this 
campaign--it would be out of place. As for Libya, you are perfectly aware that our 
deliveries of arms were broken off at the start of Libyan military intervention into Chad. 


[Boissonnat] Didn't we sell tons of military equipment, rockets to Libya in December? 
[Giscard] As far as I know, no. 

[Boissonnat] Tell us Mr Mitterrand about the military problems. If you were in charge 
with the responsibilities of the president of the republic, would you be in favor of 


the neutron bomb being built, that is to say, this medium-range nuclear weapon which acts 
on enemy troops without destroying the territory on which it is deployed. 


[Mitterrand] It is a bomb of limited range, which is placed in a strategy other than that 
of nuclear deterrence. It is called the forward battle, and it implies that talks will 
have been held between the ailies. From this viewpont, I suppose that France under 

Mr Giscard d'Estaing wasn't ready for this, so there is a problem here and I'm not in 
favor of the neutron bomb being built. 
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[Giscard] No, this is quite different. France must be able to have at its disposal all 
the modern weaponry available so as to face all kinds of possible situations and, in 
particular, it must not get behind. We haven't decided on the manufacture, but we have 
taken the necessary steps so that we can be in a position to manufacture it if we so decide. 


[Boissonnatt] Thank you. You are both nearly equal, with 10 seconds between you. 


[Mitterrand] I am ready to give time to Mr Giscard d'Estaing so that he can reply to 
the question I put to him regarding Israel: Why did the French Government show itself 
hostile to the Camp David agreements when this was something leading to peace? And 

why did he go to Jordan to observe what was an unfortunate symbol, to observe Israeli 
territory from a Jordanian strong point? I give him the rest of my time if he wishes to 
reply. 


{[Giscard] I caanwt ceply in 40 seconds. On the question of Israel. Mr. Mitterrana: 
You have said something that I never said. I have the cext before me--the Palestinian 
state, I know that meaning and the extent of words in the matter of the Near East and I 
have never uttered the words Palestinian state. 


I have spoken of self-determination for the Palestinian people, to be followed by 
political developments but never of a state. You have spoken of the relations between 
two states, the Palestinian state and the Israeli state. I have your statement here in 
front of me. Secondly, the photograph which was shown of me looking at Israel through 
field glasses, do you know where it was taken? Well, it was taken at the Longchamp 
racecourse were I was attending the Arc de Triomphe race. I did of course go to Jordan, 
everybody knows this, and I asked that there be no journalists present when I went to 
visit the Jordan River agricultural deveiopments at the invitation of the Jordanian 
Government. When I saw that it was a question of military installations, then I said: 

l refuse to visit military installations. The photograph which was shown, and this must be 
made known, was taken at the Longchamp racecourse. I say this so that that the men and 
women of France are clear on the matter. Regarding Camp David, I recently received 
Anwar as-Sadat. President Sadat told me that he knew I was right. I was right on the 
following point: What is important for the Near East is to reach a global peace. There 
will be security for Israel, and, of course, we will never do anything t*.t might place 
Israel's security in jeopardy--there will only be security if there is giobal peace. In 
the Camp David arrangements, there were provisions, you will recall, for the autonomy 

of Transjordan, but I said that it would never be possible to put the final touches on 
this. This is all I said. It is a year ago that measures should have been implemented, 
but at the present time they have not yet been adopted. If there is some progress between 
now and the end of the year to reach a conclusion to this process, I told my recent 
Israeli visitors that we would greet this in a positive manner. 


[Boissonnat] We would have liked to ask you a general question which perhaps will be 
included in your own conclusions and that is why I mention it now. We have asked ourselves 
on the eve of this fundamental event in French political life what, in fact, each 

one of you is proposing to the French as regards the big projects one can think of. We 

have signled out three: Should France be mobilized now to face difficult times? Is France 
being promised happiness and a rapid increase in everybody's living standards? Or is 

France being asked to make an effort toward its greatness which might involve sacrifices? 
You can answer these questions or not. You now have 5 minutes each of free speech, starting 
with Mr Valery Giscard d'Estaing, according to the lots drawn. 


[Giscard] This is the conclusion and, therefore, I'm no longer addressing Francois 
Mitterrand. He will understand this. I am addressing the television audience. 


I wanted this debate to be a useful one and I have conducted it, my interlocutor also, 
in such a way as to make it useful, that is to say, you now know better the position of 
each of us at the end of the debate. 
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First of all, you have noticed that there is a choice between two mijorities wiich are of 
quite different type: one starting from the present majority, without dissolving the 
National Assembly if I am elected president of the republic; and the dissolving of the 
assembly leading to an alternative majority, that is, consisting largely of Socialists and 
Communists if Mr Mitterrand is elected. The second important point is to know in what 
direction we are taking the French economy and society. I believe it to be their deep 
desire--and moreover, this was widely expressed during the present campaign. This means 
less instruction, less bureaucracy, less intervention. My interlocutor was telling me just 
now that bureaucracy means you, the people. But he proposes to recruit 160,000 additional 
civil servants, when in my program, as you know, there are no extra jobs in the civi! 
service. On the other hand, he proposes a massive extension of the nationalized sec¢¢-;, 
that is, the loss of the vitality and responsibility of an important part of French 
industry. These are, therefore, two completely different directions. 


Regarding the economic and social measures, I believe we are engaged on a road on which 
we must continue. That is why I proposed precise measures regarding the employment of 
young people. And I wish the assembi -ould, as soon as it meets--that is mid-May, 

if | am elected--adopt measures favorable to the employment of young people. 


Regarding the economy, I tell you the French economy will not survive an iniection of 

new expenditure and debts. Naturally, [words indistinct] in a first stage. >vt one must 
realize that these debts will have to be paid--either abroad because we will “ave massive 
imports attracted by our additional internal demand and thus our deficit wil) increase, 

or as regards our national budget and taxation because our budget deficit wil!) increase. 
My interlocutor admitted that just now. Sooner or later, one would have to find resources 
to face the situation. I am telling you that in the world in which we live, taking into 
account the economic difficulties we are facing, the French economy isn't capable of sur- 
viving such an overload. Each of you who thinks he or she will live better, will in fact 
live worse. It is my duty to tell you this. 


Regarding foreign policy, I will of course, maintain the main political principles which 
you have seen implemented during the past 7 years, that is, France's security based on its 
important security system and, at the same time, a participation in the international life 
so as to fight, just as I have done and despite criticism, for the cause of peace. 


In conclusion, and I will not carry out polemics with my interlocutor, which I don't 

want, there is something in his favour: the taste of the French people for change, and 
this exists. In fact, in the past this has done us many a bad turn beceuse one always 
believes that that which is new is better. It often happens, unfortunately in difficult 
times, that on the contrary what is new can be worse or more difficult. We carried out 

a debate together in 1974, in thie very room. In listeuing to him, I realize that what 

he is saying hasn't changed at all. Naturally, it is no longer a joint program of *he 

left, but it is along the lines of a joint program. There are the same political aliiances, 
a political alliance with the Communist Party and, thus, ultimately there are the same 
proposals, naturally shaped to fit the events and current situation. 


On the other hand, I have changed because I had to carry the burden of France's affairs for 
7? years. -This has changed me. They were hard and difficult years. I have learned 
because I have taken the hard way and at the same time it happened that I was wrong, I 
know. And I don't think I lower myself when I admit it. But I have fought for France 
and for the French. And I believe that this action, instead of alienating me from then, 
in fact, brought me closer to them. The experience I have gethered will enable me 

even more than before to carry out the functions of president of the republic. Because 
of everything I have seen, heard and done in these 7 years and for which I assume 
responsibility, I have changed and am prepared to exercise the functions of a presidency 
which I think will be one of progress for France. I indicate that what I desire is to 
mbilize France's forces for the progress of France's future which I want to take far 
ahead together with you all. 
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[Mitterrand] I shall first mention questions I would have liked to have dealt with tonight, 
but, alas, the conditions of a debate are always uncertain. I would have liked to have 
talked more about the Third World, about Central America, the drama now unfolding in 
Nicaragua and in El Salvador, about the role of France, a moral force, a country of inspira- 
tion, in spreading the idea that there are only global policies, which are in the very 
interests of our peoples. I would have liked to have discussed in depth problems concern- 
ing the nation's life, to talk about technological changes. In fact, if we have not been 
able to treat unemployment the way it deserves, this is because we ieaders of France have 
not sufficiently foreseen the extraordinary phenomenon of technological changes, of the 
arrival on the market of sophisticated, extraordinary machines which can at any moment 
replace manpower and man's intelligence and memory. Nevertheless, men and women must find 
work and be active. It is a type of civilization, the civilization of freedom, which hasn't 
been undertaken as would have been proper by the president during his 7-year term between 
1974 and 1981. 


I hear, of course, when I talk about unemployment and the need to fight for emloyment, 

a certain number of somewhat critical and negative remarks which at times are a bit didactic. 
I like to think sometimes--forgive me for saying so--that Mr Giscard d'Estaing's situation, 
if he will allow me to say so, is somehow like that of a driver who has turned his car 

into a ditch and who comes up to me to ask me to let him help me pass my driving test. In 
truth, there is a policy of the past, that which is coming to an 2nd now in 1981, and there 
is another policy possible, namely, the one I have been developing for several years already, 
and in particular during the past 2 months when I have said everywhere, and as best as I 
could, what I intend to do if I am elected president of the republic. 


What I intend to do above all is defend ‘reedom. I know that one can debate. One must 
after all not always accuse others of attacking our freedoms, but freedom is a rather 
abstract word and it must be treated in its everyday reality. What kind of freedom does 
an unemployed person have? What kind of freedom does someone have who, although being 
employed, works intolerable shifts? Freedom will be safeguarded if we preserve the balance 


of power. 


The president of the republic under the 7-year term of Mr Giscard d‘Estaing has resorted 
to abuse. He has taken hold of the government of the republic; he has taken hold of, 

in fact, parliamentary life; he has influenced justice; he has influenced the information 
made avilable by the media, freedom means the decentralization of power and that the state 
should relegate a large part of its power to the regions, the departments and communes, 
to associations. This is what will allow us to fight successfully against bureaucracy. 
Freedom is the spreading of knowledge; it is also the development of schools, the oppor- 
tunity for children to succeed, the equalty of chances in life, the equality of oppor- 
tunity to develop intellect and character; it means not being rejected because you are 
poor children of poor families. They must have as much a chance as others. Freedom is 
also the acquisition of social rights, of collective rights, of responsibilities. I 

am thinking of a society in which socialism will allow the development of the responsi- 
bility of every individual within enterprises and in business centers. That higher freedom 
should be called responsibility. It is thus that we will have a more harmonious society 
where everyone will be freer. Freedom is also defense against certain effects of science 
and technology. We have talked about the nuclear industry and biology. We also ought 

to talk about data processing and the threat that is hanging over many press enterprises 
and the newspaper publishing industry given the fact that a central power, the government, 
could take over the press. 


Freedom is also the conquest of leisure time. One has to live life; it isn't just an annex 
to work. Working time must be organized. This is necessary, and for this reason, the 

main line of my action is the fight against unemployment. But there is also the time 

for living so that a woman,--have been talking about women's rights--a child, a man, all 
those who participate in the life of our community can learn to live better and differently. 
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Finally, there is a problen of freedom at the internatioval level. We have just talked 
about it. This is the right of peoples to self-determination. To this end, a tool is 
needed. This tool begins with the presidency of the republic [words indistinct] in 

other words with change, a change of president which will bring with it a change of policy 
with a change of the majority. Change--what fer? To try to rally together. I had with 
me first the Socialists. I see the left rallying together today in a powerful popular 
movement. I wish this would go even further and that France will feel at ease with it- 
self. France's greatness is something that must be respected. I don't condemn every- 
thing that has been done. It is Trance’s history and I shall inherit it, but I would 
like to advance that which can be reformed or corrected. If reform and correction are to 
succeed, we must establish in a country such as France [words indistinct] a little more 
equality. One learns to live together in a developed and harmonious society. This is 
all I want to do. 


[Cotta] Thank you, gentlemen, for this debate. We, too, would have liked to have asked 
you many more questions. I hope, nevertheless, that this debate hes made things clear to 
the French people regarding your choices and your policies. However, the French people 
must now give their reply by vote. Om behalf of Jean Boissonnat, goodbye and thank you. 


POLITICIANS COMMENT ON CANDIDATES’ DEBATE 





LD060234 Paris Domestic Service in French 2300 GMT 5 May 81 
[Text] There have been many reactions to the Giscard-Mitterrand face-to-face debate. 


Jean Lecanuet, president of the UDF: Francois Mitterrand was shaken from the vagueness 
in which he has tried to envelop his candidacy. His demagogy and weaknesses didn't 
fare well compared to Valery Giscard d'Estaing's competence and solidity. 


Lionel Jospin, first secretary of the Socialist Party: Francois Mitterrand has given us 
the inspiration and perspective that have been missing. I had the impression that I was 
witnessing a changeover tonight. 


Roger Chinaud, president of the UDF group in the Nationa’ Assembly: It was a confronta- 
tion between seriousness and sincerity on the one hand and rough guesses and a we shall 
see later attitude on the other. 


Claude Estier, Socialist: The debate wasn't a grab-all [presumably by Giscard] like the 
one in 1974. Giscard tried to behave like a professor, but Mitterrand put him in his 
place quite well. 


CAMEROON BECOMES 1OTH CUSTOMER FOR ALPHA-JETS 





LD051347 Paris LE MONDE in French 5 May 81 p 14 


[Excerpts] Cameroon has just placed an order with France for six Alpha-Jet aircraft-- 
the plane designed jointly by France and West Germany. The private Dassault-Breguet 
group being the main group responsible. This is the 10th country to buy this aircraft, 
which is capable of carry! 14g out tactical support missions. 


Thus Cameroon becomes the Alpha-Jet's lOth client after France (175 aircraft), the FRC 
(175), Belgium (33), Morocco (24), Nigeria (12), Egypt (30), Qatar (6), the Ivory Coast 
(6) and Togo (6). Discussions on possible orders are going on with other Near East 
countries and with the U.S. Navy for training naval air service pilots. 
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PCI OFFICIALS MEET VISITING BLOC LEADERS 





PZPR's Wojczak 
LDO51341 Rome L*UNITA in Italian 29 Apr 81 p 15 


[Text] Rome--Polish United Workers Party [PZPR] Central Committee Culture Section Chief 
Comrade Mieczyslaw Wotczak was received at PCI Directorate headquarters yesterday by the 
following comrades: Directorate member and Culture Section Chief Aldo Tortorella, Central 
Committee member and Foreign Section Chief Antonio Rubbi and Central Control Commission 
member and Foreign Section Deputy Chief Rodolfo Mechini. 


During the meeting, which took place in a cordial atmosphere, Comrade Mojtczak delivered 
a report on the present situation i,, Poland; then an exchange of opinions took place on 
relations between the two countries and on the further development of PCI-PZPR relations. 


MSZMP's Katona 
LDO51343 Rome L‘UNITA in Italian 28 Apr 81 p 16 
[Text] Rome--Hungarian Socialist Workers Party (MSZMP) Central Committee Bureau Chief 
Comrade Istvan Katona was received at PCI Directorate headquarters yesterday by the 
following comrades: Central Committee member and Foreign Section Chief Antonio Rubbi 
and Central Control Commission member and Foreign Section Deputy Chief Rudolfo Mechini. 
Durine a corcial meeting an exchange of opinions took place on the developments in the 
international situation, :“lations between Italy and Hungary and the further development 
of the intensive relatios between the PCI and the MSZMP. 


PSI'S DE MARTINO URCES SOCIALIST-COMMNIST PACT 





LDO51517 Rome AVANTI in Italian 24 Apr 81 pp 3-4 


[Report on PSI Directorate member Francesco de Martino 23 April speech at PSI Congress 
in Palermo] 


[Excerpt] Comrade de Martino expressed the hope that, when historians reread the PSI's 
documents and records, they will manage to portray the party's history without mystifi- 
cations and indicate the two characteristic traits of Socialist policy; and recovery of 
autonomy, the unitary aim of its » ion, the challenging of DC hegemony which accompanied 
the center-left and caused its demise in the quest for a leftwing alternative. 


But now all this is being eliminated. The return to government cooperation with the DC 
is portrayed as being without any possible alternatives; nor is there any aim of a 
Socialist initiative for an involvement of the left as a whole in joint action to extri- 
cate us from the crisis. 


The attitude of the majority of the party is that of resignation to an understanding of 
uncertain duration with the DC, amid a stable and essentially immutable framework of 
political relations and while supporting a government solution unequal to the gravity 

of the crisis. In this situation the PSI's minority groups, its internal leftwing 
currents, must take up the banner of autonomy for Italian Socialism, of the struggle for 
an alternative of the entire left. 


The gravity of the problems demands more than ever a resumption of Socialist initiative. 
The economic situation in general--and its monetary and currency aspects in a 
particularly alarming fashion--is becoming increasingly critical. The measures adopted 
to tackle it are inconsistent, ineffective and full of contradictions. Increases in 

the discount rate and in charges are creating inflationary thrusts and, at the same time, 
recession. 
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All this is the result of a system which is in a permanent state of crisis, which can no 
longer be restored to its former equilibrium and which we must prepare to reform thoroughly. 
This difficult and pressing task, De Martino observed, must also be presented to the IC, 

but first and foremost it demands a leftwing agreement between Socialists and Commoists-—- 
the only forces capable of fighting for change and regeneratica. 


L'UNITA REPORTS ON ETHIOPIAN DELEGATION VISIT 





LDOS1419 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 28 Apx 81 p 16 


[Text] Rome--The delegation representing the Commission for Organizing the Party of the 
Working People of Ethiopia [COPWE] which visited our country at the PCI's invitation has 
left Italy after a l-week visit. Before leaving to continue its tour of Europe (FRC, 
Portugal and Greece at the invitation of the respective communist parties) the Ethiopian 
delegation held a press conference at PCI "irectorate headquarters and had a meeting with 
Foreigr Minister Colombo, who had just returned to Rome after an important visit to Ethiopia. 


During the press conference, COPWE delegation chief Berhanu Baye, who is Derg chief for 
foreign affairs, stressed the Addis Ababa government's intention to intensify his country's 
international relations. Following a long period of relative isolation caused by the serious 
internal problems, Berhanu Baye said, Ethiopia now intends to initiate international activity. 
The Derg leadership member leveled strong criticism at the Western mass media for “distorting 
the nature of our revolution” and said that his European tour was motivated by the need to 
“explain” the real situation in his country in such a way as to enable Western governments 
and political forces to decide what attitude to take to Ethiopia on the basis not of 
“journalistic distortions” but of “accurate information.” 


With regard to iuture programs, Berhanu Baye stressed three points: economic rebuilding, 
the building of a Marxist-Leninist party, and strengthening the “defense forces” since, 

he explained, “we are still facing the imperialist and reactionary threat.” In particular, 
he stressed concern over the agreement reached between the United States and Somalia on 
granting facilities to U.S. navy ships. 


Berhanu Baye also announced that a 10-year economic plan is being drafted which hinges 
on the development and modernization of agriculture, and he described some successes in 
the sphere of the literacy campaign. After the press conference, the Ethiopian leader 
went, as already stated, to the Farnesina [Italian Foreign Ministry], where he had talks 
with Emilio Colombo. 


The press conference was opened by Gian Carlo Pajetta, who stressed the existence of fraternal 
relations between the PCI and COPWE and expressed satisfaction that the Italian Government is 
also working toward establishing good relations with the Ethiopian Government. 


The delegation, which had two meetings with a PCI delegation headed by Pajetta on 22 and 
26 May, made a tour of Italy visiting Forli, Ferrara and Rienze. The Ethiopian guests 

had meetings with party organizations, local authorities, the cooperative league and the 
Pmilia trade union organizations and visited some agricultural and consumer cooperatives. 


Berhanu Baye and the other COPWE delegation members met Enrico Berlinguer in Florence on 
Saturday for cordial talks which lasted almost 3 hours and in which the Derg leadership 
member described Ethiopia's problems and prospects. The PCI secretary described the 
Italian situation and the PCI's political choices. 
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IRISH PARLIAMENT SILENT OVER SANDS’ DEATH 








LD061215 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 6 May 81 p 2 
[Alan Copps dispatch: “Dublin MPs Stay Silent Over Sands”) 


[Text] Dublin--When the Irish parliament met yesterday afternoon there was an over- 
whelming silence about the death of Robert Sands. It appeared that political parties in 
the republic, with a general election round the corner, had agreed to say nothing. 


Opposition deputies scorned tx«o golden opportunities to question Mr Haughey about Ulster. 
The first two questions on the order paper asked Mr Haughey about his government's 
priorities and about his visits to Northern Ireland. 


He gave on2-sentence answers to both. The opposition remained silent and the only 
opportunity to discuss the hunger strike was lost. 


Earlier, Mr Haughey had issued a brief statement expressing sympathy for the Sands 
family, and appealing for calm. Similar statements came from Dr Garret Fitzgerald, 
leader of the opposition Fine Geel Party and Mr Frank Cluskey, Labour Party leader. 


In the streets of Dublin, reaction was muted. Police in riot gear faced a few hundred 
protesters outs‘de the Dail (parliament) and several hundred people qveuw-d to sign a 
book of condolence for the Sands family outside the general post office in O'Connell 
Street, scene of the Easter rising «of 1916. 


Outside the British Embassy more police looked on as a score of H block demonstrators 
held a token vigil carrying black flags. Mrs McAliskey, after expressing sympathy for 
Sands’ family and their “unfathomable grief,” [said] Sands’ funeral should be a national 
day of mourning. 


She said: “The period leading up to the funeral should not be marred by any action 
which would distract from the dignity and heroism of Bobby Sands’ sacrifice or distract 
attention from the continuing hunger strike.” 


As well as calling for the expulsion of the ambassador, Mr Leonard Figg, she urged 
demonstrations at British Embassies throughout the world. 


Her statement said: “We call for the Irish labor movement to use its industrial might 
in defence of the prisoners’ lives. If Charles Haughey won't act out of principle 
we call on the workers to force him to act. 


“We call for the blocking of British goods at ports and airports and the boycotting 
of British goods and firms. Internationally we call for the blocking of British goods.” 


Mr Haughey'’s statement, issued an hour after Sand's death, said it should bring home to 
all concerned the need to find a solution that would bring a just and lasting peace 
to Northern Ireland. 
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KIPRIANOU MEETS GANDHI, KREISKY; STATEMENTS ISSUED 





NCO51628 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 130u GMT 5 May 61 


[Text] Indian Prime Minister Gandhi and Austrian Chancellor Kreisky made a stopover this 
afternoon at Larnaca airport where they were received by President K:prianou. President 
Kiprianow conducted separate meetings with then. 


President Kiprianoe briefed the two leaders on the present phase of the Cyprus issue and 
exchanged views vith them on matters of mutual interest. In a stucement, Indian Prime 
Minister Gandhi stressed her country’s very close and friendly ties with Cyprus. Mrs 
Gandhi said that President Makarios was a great friend of her father's and a personality 
that she admired and respected very much. The same situation, she added, also exists 
now. The Indian prime minister also said that she remembers with particular happiness 
President Kipvianca’s visit to her country. 


In a Statement, President Kiprianouw expressed warm thanks to Mrs Gandhi and the Indian 
people for their support of Cyprus’ cause. President Kiprianow also stressed the close 
friendship and cooperation =f Mahatma Gandhi with Makarios. Finally, Kiprianow wished 
that the Cypriot people will have the opportunity to again receive the Indian prime 
minister in a longer visit to Cyprus. 


Speaking after his meeting with President Kiprianou, the Austrian chancellor said that 

he was particularly happy over his presence in Cyprus, and added that he is sorry that his 
stay on the ‘sland was very short. He referred to the Austrians participating in the 

UN peace force in Cyprus. Finally, the Austrian chancellor expressed wishes for a happy 
and peaceful future for the Cypriot people. 


In a statement, President Kiprianow praised Austria's interest regarding the Cypriot issue, 
and added that this country is continuously working for a peaceful and just solution of 
the Cypriot problem within the UN framework. Kiprianow expressed warm thanks for the 
Austrian’s detachment in UNFICYP. He also expressed the hope that the opportunity will 
again erise when Mr Kreisky will be able to make a longer visit to Cyprus. 


The Indian prime minister left Larnaca for Geneva where she will address the World Health 
Organization. She will then visit Kuwait and UAE where she v.11 hold talks primarily 
devoted to issues on the Arab Gulf and Indian Ocean. 


Mr Kreisky left for a 3J-day visit to Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. The Austrian leader will 
discuss the Middle East and the Arab Gulf situation with Saudi officials. 


SPOKESMAN DENIES REPORT OF RIFT WITH ATHENS 











NC060700 Nicosia CYPRUS MAIL in English 6 May 81 p 1 


[Text] The Cyprus Government has denied reports about a rift between Nicosia and Athens 
over the question of the National Guard command. The National Guard Commander General 
Komninos has completed his tour of office in Cyprus and will be leaving today, after 
serving in Cyprus for nearly six years. 


General Komninos, who has already handed over to the interim commander Lt Generai Y. 
Azinas, yesterday called on President Kiprianow to take leave on his departure today. 


The government spokesman denying reports in the opposition afternoon paper I DHILINI 
about a rift between Nicosia and Athens over the appointment of a successor said: “The 
appointment of a new National Guard commander is under discussion between the Cyprus and 
Greek governments and there is no rift whatsoever.” 
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MITSOTAKIS RETURNS TO ATHENS, DESCRIBES TALKS 





NCO51836 Athens Doiwestic Service in Greek 1700 GMT 5 May 81 


{Text} At (271830) today ForeignMinister Mitsotakis returned from Rome where he attended 
the spring session of NATO. He had private meetings with U.S. Secretary of State Haig 

and Turkish Foreign Minister Tu=2en. Upon his arrival at Ellinikon Airport, Mr Mitsotakis 
answered questions by newsmen on the reasons for his return to Athens [words indistinct] 
and the results of his Rome talks. 


[Begin recording) [Question] Mr Minister, (?what are the reasons that made you change 
your plans) regaring your visit to Germany from Rome? 


[Answer] As already reported by the press, it has been found necessary that I should 
return for one evening in order to brief--so that I may have the opportunity to brief 
the prime minister and the competent ministers on the results of my meetings in Rome 
where, as you know, I participated in the spring session of NATO |words indistinct]. 

I hac a long conversation with General Haig, the U.S. secretary of state, on Greek-U.S. 
affairs and particularly on the talks we are having regarding U.S. facilities in Greece. 
I also met with Turkish Foreign Minister Turkmen. For all these things it is necessary 
that I should brief the government now because, unfortunately, my scheduled trip would 
take very long. They would have to wait to be briefed by me after 12 days. You under- 
stand this (?could not be done). 


[Question] [Several words indistinct] a few things about the results of your Rome contacts? 


[Answer] First of all, as for my meeting with General Haig, this meeting was successful. 
A step forward has been made; the talks will be continued at faster pace on the basis of 
fresh U.S. proposals that Ambassador McCloskey will bring with him. We will adopt a 
faster pace at the negotiations; it is necessary, if this agreement is finally going to 
be signed, that it should be signed in time. The discussion with Mr Haig has been frank, 
friendly and the Greek side has put forward its own views, its own possibilities. In 
connection with the time factor, we agreed that constitutional reality and political 
reality in Greece--that is our constitution and the forthcoming elections--set insurmountable 
limits with regard to the time it takes for the (?conclusion and the ratification of the 
agreement on the bases). Thus, if we are to arrive at an agreement (?the talks) must be 
speeded up. This is what will be attempted in the next few days, with good hopes for 

a positive result. 


[Question] What about your meeting with Mr Turkmen? 

{[Answer! As for my meeting with Mr Turkmen, I could say that this has been good also. 
[Question] [several words indistinct] 

[Answer] Both sides reaffirmed the need for the continuation of the dialogue at all 
levels. The dialogue undoubtedly responds to the long-term interests of the two countries; 
it serves these interests. At the same time, it serves the irterests of the alliance 

as well and it also serves the interests of the region--peace and stability in the region. 
But it also serves--I could add this--the cause of Cyprus (?since) this question enters 


a decisive phase during the forthcoming months. 


|\Question| When are [words indistinct]? 


[Answer] I will leave tomorrow morning. I will proceed to Bonn for an official visit. 

I will have talks with my German counterpart, Mr Genscher. I will also have many other 

friendly meetings with Chancellor Schmidt and with the president of the Federal Republic 
of Germany [several words indistinct]. 
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From there, I will proceed to The Netherlands for an (?unofficial) meeting with the 
community's foreign ministers and then to (?East Berlin) for an official visit, the 
first official visit by a Greek foreign minister to (?East Germany). [end recording] 


Official Briefing 
NCO51948 Athens Armed Forces Radio in Greek 1800 GMT 5 May 81 
[Text] Prime Minister Rallis chaired a conference this afternoon. The conference was 
attended by National Defense Minister Averof, Foreign Minister Mitsotakis and officials 
of the Foreign Ministry. Mr Mitsotakis briefed the conference on his Rome talks with both 
his U.S. counterpart, Mr Haig, and with Turkish Foreign Minister Turkmen. 


PAPANDREOU LEAVES FOR VISIT TO ROMANIA 5 MAY 





NCO52042 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1700 GMT 5 May 81 

[Text] Main opposition party leader and PASOK Chairman Papandreou left this afternoon for 
a 3-day visit to Romania following an official invitation from President Ceausescu. 

Mr Papandreou will have talks in Bucharest on bilateral and international questions. 


NO BASES AGREEMENT EXPECTED UNTIL AFTER ELECTIONS 





NCO51546 Athens FLEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 5 May 81 p 4 
[From the "Views" column: "With What Right?] 


[Text] So, it looks as if we are advancing at full speed toward an agreement on the question 
of U.S. bases. This will probably happen “by 25 May" as the various reports have been 
predicting. The government was neither moved nor daunted by the numerous appeals not to 
proceed with the signing of this agreement which, in view of the forthcoming elections, 

would not only be dangerous but binding on the country. The government is calmly proceeding 
with its ears very tightly closed.... 


The camp represented by the present government received less than 42 percent during the 
last elections. Since then, most appraisals agree that there has been a drop in its strength 
(some quarters maintain that this drop has been very sharp). Even the government knows 
this quite well, although it would never admit it. Thus, how can a government, which only 
represents a limited percentage of the people, dare to proceed with the signing of a 
military agreement with a foreign power that would be binding on the country? If during 
the forthcoming elections the New Democracy Party receives only 25 percent of the votes 
(this is hypothetical, but everything is possible) how would this party view--from the legal 
point of view--the 75 percent of the people who would have been committed to something 
which they do not like? With what right does an outgoing government conclude long-term 
international military agreements? 


It seems that this country will have to suffer much before the rightwing passes away and 
hands over power. The dying party has been doing everything it can so that Greece of the 
change may remember it for many years to come! 
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FOREIGN MINISTER REPORTS ON NATO MEETINGS 





TAOS1651 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 5 May 81 


[Excerpts] The spring meetings of the NATO Ministerial Council have ended in Rome. 
Especially the resumption of the talks between the United States and the Soviet Union 
on nuclear missiles was discussed during the meetings, which lasted 2 days. Altan Asar 
and Ali Kirca from the Turkish Radio and Television news center report than an 
agreement was reached at the NATO Ministerial Council on this subject. In a statement 
at the end of the meetings, Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen said that he welcomed the 
decision to begin the talks on nuclear missiles. 


Turkmen, who represented Turkey at the NATO Ministerial Council meetings in Rome, 
answered journalists’ questions at the end of the meetings. Turkmen said: The NATO 
Ministerial Council meetings in Rome constitute a very important stage for the solidarity 
of the alliance. In reply to a question on the Washington-Moscow dialogue, Turkmen noted: 
The talks that will start between the United States and the Soviet Union on the subject of 
nuclear missiles were welcomed by all the ally countries. We also expressed our pleasure 
over this. 





In reply to another question, Turkmen said that there was no discussion during the Rome 
meeting on what NATO brought to Turkey and noted: Apart from bringing a collective deterrent 
force to Turkey, NATO greatly contributes to Turkey's individual defense. 


SMUGGLERS KILL GENDARME AT SYRIAN BORDER 





TAO22032 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 2 May 81 


[Text] Kenan Kurtarir, a gendarme, was seriously wounded in an armed clash between gendarme 
forces and smugglers who were trying to smuggle sheep to Syria. The incident occurred 

last night at 0200 in Mardin's Cizre District. Kurtarir died in the Cizre first aid 
station where he was taken for treatment. Efforts are being mace to capture the smugglers. 


TRANSPORTATION PROTOCOL SIGNED WITH IRAN 





TAO51227 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 5 May 81 


[Text] The official talks between Turkey and Iran on the promotion of cooperation in the 
field of transportation ended in Ankara today. A protocol was signed as a result. 
Speaking at the signing ceremony of the protocol, Transportation Ministry Deputy Under 
Secretary Orhan Buldac said that the protocol covered the areas of railroad and highway 
transportation as well as communications. He added that an agreement was reached to reduce 
mutual railroad tariffs between Turkey and Iran by 20 percent. According to the 
protocol, Turkey will also undertake repair work on 60 Iranian locomotives. The protocol 
envisages the transport to Iran of 1.5 million tons of merchandise expected to arrive in 
Turkish ports. Grains amounting to 270,000 tons to be imported by Iran during the next 
6 months will be transported from the port of Samsun. Turkey and Iran will set up a 
joint transportation firm to facilitate transportation between Europe and Asia. The 
protocol also envisages the increase of telex lines from 6 to 10, and the modernization 
of telephone links between the two countries. 


In his statement, the Iranian deputy transportation minister, (Mohammad Isma'il Kaymagami), 
said chat a climate of brotherly feelings dominated the talks. He added that he was 
convinced that the protocol would further develop cooperation in transportation between 
the two countries. 
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PROSECUTOR DEMANDS DEATH SENTENCE FOR 56 LEFTISTS 





TAOS1650 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1530 GMT 5 May 81 


[Text] Ankara, 5 May (AA)--Military prosecutor demanded death penalty for 56 militants of 
a leftist terroris. group called “MLSPB--Marxist-Leninist Armed Propaganda Group.” The 
defendants are charg.d with aiming to revolt to pave the way for a proletarian dictatorship, 
to commit murders, attempt at murder, armed rcSbery, bombing office building and armed 
attacks to attain their aims. Of the 139 defendants 123 are under arrest. The prosecutor 
demanded prison terms ranging from5tolS years for the rest. 


TURGET OZAL PRAISES ECONOMIC ACHIEVEMENTS 





TAO21611 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1510 GMT 2 May 81 


[Text] Ankara, 2 May (AA)--The economic achievements of the past four months have been 
extraordinary and the national economy ison the right track to full recovery, Deputy Prime 
Minister Turgut Ozal said Saturday. Addressing a business meeting in Ankara, Mr Ozal 

said inflation was like a seven-headed monster, and had to be fought with care. He cautioned 
against practices that were likely to fuel the flames of inflation. 


The deputy premier noted that deceleration of inflation was achieved at the expense of many 
hardships. And Turkey had now reached the stage where these hardships could be easily over- 
come. He saidhe had faith and confidence in the future of the economy, which would soon 
recover from the shocks of the recent past. 


MINISTER OZAL DEPARTS FOR PARIS OECD MEETING 





TAO51052 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 5 May 81 


[Text] State Minister and Deputy Prime Minister Turgut Ozal left for Paris today at the head 
of a delegation in order to participate in the OECD meetings to be held on Thursday, 7 May. 

In astatement before his departure at Ankara’s Esenboga Airport, Ozal said that he hoped 
positive results would be reached at the OECD meetings inwhich the member countries of the 
organization will determine the amount of aid to be granted to Turkey in 1981. 


Recalling that the member countries of the organization were also experiencing economic 
difficulties, Ozal said that aid to be extended to Turkey could be affected. Noting the 
positive developments in Turkey's economic situation since last year, Ozal said that the 
objective was to accelerate Turkey's economic development in a way that it will be less 
dependent on foreign aid. I am convinced that in the coming 6 or 7 months Turkey will 

be able to obtain foreign loans under normal commercial conditions, Ozal said, adding 

that he would brief the OECD countries on the latest developments in Turkey's economy. 
Foreign Ministry, Finance Ministry and State Planning Organization officials are accompanying 
Ozalinhis trip. The delegation will return to Turkey on Friday, 8 May. 


ECEVIT EDITORIAL ON ARMY PLAN FOR CONSTITUTION 





NCO51340 Ankara ARAYIS in Turkish 2 May 81 pp 4, 5, 6 


[Editorial by Bulent Ecevit: "The Democratic and Valid Way of Changing the Constitution”] 


[Excerpts] Can the employer and the employee, the peasant and the rich landowner, the 
producer and the middleman, the monopolistic businessman and the modest artisan, the 
opulent and the destitute, the conservative and the progressive all share the same views 
in all spheres? 
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Even people of the same circle o: of the same profession disagree with one another on 
occasion. Even the closest members of a family become disenchanted with one another. 
Even if interests don't clash, pei‘sonalities do. Even if they cherish the same ain, 
their ways and methods differ. 


Turkish society is going through a period when differences have become sharply apparent. 
The traditional structure of our society is now a matter of the past. Ways of life, 
productivity relations, world outlook, as well as standards of value, are changing with 
amazing speed. Some can adapt themselves to these changes, others cannot. Some are 
ahead of these changes while others lag behind. Added to this are the efforts being 
exerted since the 1950's to polarize our society and to divide it into fronts which have 
gradually taken the form of obstinacy and fued. 


If democracy exists, these differences can be brought into the open for discussion. Ways 
of reconcilation can be explored. If democracy does not exist this is not possible. 
Differences take the form of a deep bleeding wound or a boiling volcano, and no one knows 
when it will erupt. 


In order to preserve the unity of our nation, the integrity of our state and country and 
our communal solidarity--in the face of the differences which have assumed such dimensions-- 
we have to formulate common rules through which sections of different thinking, and in 
opposition to each other on certain issues could unite, or at least show tolerance. 

This is as difficult as it is essential. 


The army now wishes to undertake this arduous task. The national Security Council serving 
the state on benalf of the Turkish Armed Forces will be drafting a new constitution. 

But when we consider the current tendencies and indications, it would seem that this 
constitution is not going to be an entity of rules which can unite and satisfy every 
section in our community. It is therefore understood that the prolonged, traditional 
arguments will continue. We discussed the constitution for 10 years prior to 1961.... 

We have been discussing the consitution for 20 years since 1961. When a new constitution 
has at last been prepared and put into operation, who knows how much longer we shall have 
to discuss it if certain rules and balances are not heeded. 


If the new constitution is drafted under the army's responsibility and carries its stamp, 
the army will, willy nilly, be a party to these controversies in the future. 


True, a constitutent assembly is to be set up for the preparation of the consitution, 
but we gather from official statements that it is going to be a powerless assembly. 

It will then be more a consultative council than a consituent assembly, whose suggestions 
will not be binding on the National Security Council. Moreover, it is obvious that this 
constituent assembly--which will be in the nature of a consultative council--will not be 
democratically elected and eventually it will not reflect the will of the nation. 


What is more, there are no indications that the people will be given a chance to discuss 
it freely and democratically while the constitution is being prepared and submitted to 
the vote of the people. 


If under the present circumstances a radical change does not take place, this is what is 
going to happen: the political parties--which according to the consitution in force are 
"inalienable factors of democratic political life"--will not be able to express their 
views while certain privileged trusts which illegally reflect the views of known circles, 
or certain associations which could be converted into political parties later on, will 
organize seminars and will freely express their ideas. The trade unions will not be 
able to talk, but big capitalist circles will be free to express thei: views. 
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In a situation like this, a referendum will not be democratic either. Even though it 
will appear to have come into force by the vote of the people, the new constitution will 
create acrimony, and reactions not disclosed while the constitution under preparation or 
being voted on will manifest themselves later. The discussions, banned during the period 
of preparation and voting, will begin in the most acrimonious manner after the elections 
and after the constitution goes into force. 


The army having shouldered full responsibility for the new constitution--as we have 
pointed out--will be a party to all those controversies. Moreover, having relinquished 
politics, the army wont’ be able to talk, nor will it be able to defend itself. It will 
then have to keep everything to itself that it would have liked to say. It would probably 
become an institution where different ideas will sprout from within, carrying with it the 
full gravity of the controversies. 


The army's strength lies in its unity. But drafting a constitution is a political engage- 
ment. The army can unite and weld its ranks together in complete equality with all 

employers and employees, peasants and rich land owners, producers and middlemen, monopolistic 
businessmen and modest artisans, the rich and the poor, the conservatives and the progressives 
and make them cooperate side by side in harmony. But it is not easy to secure this harmony 
while the constitution is being prepared and discussed because--while serving in the army-- 
clashing interests and differences of opinion are out of the question and cannot be put on 
the agenda. Such contrasts and differences, however, will manifest themselves during the 
constitutional discussions and arguments. 


It is difficult to preserve the unity and the unifying qualities of the army in the course 
of such discussions, whereas the unity and the unifying qualities of our army are at least 
as important to our nation, if not more important, as the constitution and the regime 
themselves. 


During the martial law period which began at the end of 1978, our army undertook a very 
arduous state task, but it preserved its unity and its unifying qualities as well as its 
effectiveness by keeping out of politics and by maintaining an impartial attitude. That 
is why it has managed to implement the 12 September operation easily and without any setbacks. 


But if the army gets involved in preparations and controversies over the constitution, and 
thereby becomes a party to them, the state, the nation and the armed forces may encounter 
serious problems after the constitution is prepared and put into operation. 


How can this be averted? The main prerequisite would be for the army not to undertake 
the amendment of the constitution. It should leave this directly to the will of the nation. 


Should a constitution come into being this time, which pleases one sector of the 
community but disenchants another, controversies may arise again, but even if they do, 
they won't affect the army and as the new constitution will reflect the will of the 
nation, no one will feel any acrimony. Even those who don't feel satisfied with the 
new constitution will feel obliged to comply with it. Who knows if a conciliatory 
constitution, embracing the views of a vast majority of our community, will not emerge 
and rapprochement take the place of polarization. 


This is the only way for the Turkish Army--which symbolizes the entire community through 
its traditional structure--to achieve the greatest effectiveness in protecting and 
reinforcing its own integrity, our national unity and the integrity of the state against 
the scattering force-of-the-winds of politics. 


In a community fraught with such different ideas and clashing interests, the army should, 
just like the soil of our fatherland, form the ingredients of our national unity by 
rising like the flag above all kinds of controversies and arguments. 











